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Response to Remarks/Arguments 

In remarks after final filed on October 14, 2008, 

Applicant contends on page 2 that the EPC timer and the EPC are different. 
Examiner disagrees and contends that Johansson et al. discloses that the EPU timer controls the 
amount of time the EPU has to wait (column 5, lines 50-52) thus creating an interrelationship 
between the two, and thereby classifying the EPU as being a timer also. 

On pages 3-4, applicant is in agreement that Johansson et al. discloses the steps of: 
A. sending a first status report to the sender in response to a first trigger. 
C. initiating a roundtrip timer. 
F. determining a second status report (new S-PDU). 

But, for steps B. D. and E. applicant contends that Johansson et al. did not disclose after 
expiry of the roundtrip timer, receiving an AMD PDU before all the AMD PDUs identified in 
the first report received at the receiver. 

Examiner contends that Johansson et al. discloses EPC counter which is started when the 
status report is transmitted to the peer (receiver) and (EPC) expires before all of the AM PDUs 
requested have been received at the receiving side, then the transmitting side transmits a new 
status report to the peer, column 6, lines 18-21. 

Thus, claim 1 is not allowed and the reconsideration for allowance of claims 1-17 is denied. 
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